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Vietnam as Test Case 


While the data on Commu- 
nist terror given in your Dec. 
23 editorial seem correct, your 
conclusions regarding the dom- 
ino-theoretic implications are 
questionable. Evidently, you 
feel that terror is the basis 
for Vietcong success, and that 
therefore similar subversive 
success can be achieved else- 
where simply by terrorist 
means. 


My contention is that Viet- 
nam is unique and cannot serve 
as any sort of test case. It is 
the only country where a suc- 
cessful struggle against a co- 
lonial power was waged pri- 
marily by Communists. As 
Joseph Alsop wrote on Aug. 31, 
1954. “In the area I visited the 
Communists have scored a 
whole series of political, or- 
ganizational, military, and one 
%as to say it, moral triumphs.” 
and Leo Cherne wrote in Look, 
fan. 25, 1955, “if elections were 
Held today, the overwhelming 
Majority of Vietnamese would 
tlpte Communist.” 

Against this background, if 
was the Diem government and 
not the Communists that re- 
sorted to terror. As Phillippe 
Dpjvillers wrote in the China 
Quarterly, 1962, “A certain se- 
quence of events became al- 
ifost classical: denunciation, 

eficirclement of villages, 
searches and raids, arrests of 
Suspects, plundering, interpo- 
lations, enlivened sometimes 
by torture . . .” Surely an ex- 
pert on guerilla warfare could 
not have been surprised at the 
successes of Communists (and 
others) who fought back begin- 
ning in 1959. And wouldn’t 
this expert search in vain for 
another country similarly open 
to a Communist dominated in- 
surgency? 

In sum, the burden of proof 
is on those who would have us 
consider Vietnam a test case. 
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